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In his remarks concerning the Monroe Doctrine at his 
press conference on July 12/ Mr. Khrushchev again displayed 
his extraordinary ability to ignore facts. 

In the first place, the principles of the Monroe Doctrine 
are as valid today as they were in 1823 when the Doctrine was 
proclaimed, furthermore, the Monroe Doctrine's purpose of 
preventing any extension to this hemisphere of a despotic 
political system contrary to the independent status of the 
American States is supported by the Inter-American security 
system through the Organization of the American States. 
Specifically the Organisation of American States Charter and 
the Rio Treaty provide the means for common action to protect 
the hemisphere against the interventionist and aggressive 
designs of international communism. Likewise, Mr. Khrushchev 
failed to mention that the Rio Treaty is the first of the 
regional treaties for which provision is made Under Article 51 
of the United Nations Charter. 

Mr. Khrushchev might appropriately reflect on the fact 
that one of the considerations for establishing the Rio Treaty 
was that': 

". . .the American regional community affirms as a manifest 
truth that juridical, organization is a necessary prerequisite 
of security and peace, and that peace is founded on justice and 
moral order and, consequently, on the international recognition 
and protection of human rights and freedoms, on the indispensable 
well-being of the people, and on the effectiveness of democracy 
for the international realization of justice and security..." 

One of the principal purposes of the Rio Treaty was to 
provide a method for dealing with threats of imperialistic 
powers seeking to establish their domination in the Western 
Hemisphere., 

A further remarkable development was revealed in 
Mr. Khrushchev's meeting with the Press. Speaking as the Head of 
the Soviet Government, he arrogated to himself the power to 
determine what international agreements should or should not be 
binding- -even though the Soviet Union is not a party thereto. 
In this particular instance it was not only the Rio Treaty, but 
also the treaty between the United States and Cuba covering 
Guantanamo, which he has sought to abrogate. While disregard 
for treaties to which .it is- a party may be viewed by the* USSR 
as a convenient approach to international relations, such an 
effort can only be regarded by law-abiding states as another 
example of Soviet intervention in the affairs of other countries. 

Mr. Khrushchev r s 


. - 2 - PR 392 

Mr. Khrushchev ' s latest ref erene es to U.S. -Cuban relations 
are of a piece with his threat of July 9. As a pretext for 
his threat, he conjured up the straw man of a non-existent 
menace of U. S. aggression against Cuba. 

The threat of the use of force, made so blatantly by the 
Soviet Chairman in relation to the affairs of nations of the 
Western Hemisphere, is contrary to the basic principle of the 
United Nations Charter which rejects the use of force in the 
settlement of international disputes. This naked menace to 
world peace, brandished so callously by the Soviet leader, 
reveals the hypocrisy of his protestations in behalf of peace. 

Moreover, these statements of Mr. Khrushchev appear to 
be designed to establish a "Bolshevik doctrine" providing for 
the use of Soviet military power in support of Communist move- 
ments anywhere in the world. Mr. Khrushchev speaks approvingly 
of the historically positive role of the Monroe Doctrine 
during the nineteenth century, when it was applied against 
the European imperialisms of that day, but declares that 

everything has changed abruptly" now that it stands in the 
way of the new imperialism: international Communism. 

The principles which the United States Government 
enunciated in the face of the attempts of the old imperialism 
to intervene in the affairs of this hemisphere are as valid 
today for the attempts of the new imperialism. It consequently 
reaffirms with vigor the principles expressed by President 
Monroe: "We owe it ... to candor... to declare that we should 
consider any attempt on their (European powers) part to 
extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as 
dangerous to our peace and safety."... 

Today, nearly a century and a half later, the United 
States is gratified that these principles are not professed 
by itself alone, but represent through solemn agreements the 
views of the American community as a whole. 
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